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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the amendment and remarks file on 
7/01/2005. 

Claims 1, 3, and 7 has noted been amended, and 1-10 are presented for 
examination. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. code not included in this office 
action can be found in a prior office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Creemer et al hereinafter Creemer (US 6, 6717,000) in view Wu et al, hereinafter Wu 

(US 6,633,924) 

1 . Referring to Claims 1,2,3, and 7, Creemer discloses a computing system (50, refer 
to Fig 2) for exchanging data (refer to Col 1 , Lines 50-55) between a first computer 
* application of the system and second computer application (Col 7) of the system 
comprising: a computer application data file (appointment books applications inherently 
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consists data files, refer to Col 2, Lines 1-5) for receiving data from the first computer 
application (refer to Col 3, Lines 20-45), application data file has received data from the 
first computer application (refer to Col 2, Lines 15-18); Creemer discloses the second 
computer (palmtop, refer to Col 2, Lines 15-25) to response to its request for 
information. Creemer discloses the conduits initiate the transfer information request 
(refer to Col 3, Lines 1-20). Creemer also indicates when the system read the 
information on another computer (1225, refer to Fig 12 and display information for the 
user, refer to Col 6, Lines 28-45). Creemer discloses the two ways communication 
between systems (refer to Col 6, Lines 10-30) and synchronization between two system 
(refer to Fig 8, Examiner interprets synchronization and two way communication as 
indication for information to travel bi-directional), Creemer indicates monitoring another 
system by discover the different data in another computer's database (1240, refer to Fig 
12). Creemer discloses writing data of the second computer application to a second 
computer application data file (refer to Col 5, Lines 40-51 ); Creemer discloses writing 
data of the first computer application to a first computer application data file. (Host 
computer (first computer application) synchronized with the second computer (palmtop 
database) database, in another word, the first computer writes data onto its application 
by synchronization, refer to Col 7, Lines 45-67) Creemer further replace, process, 
compute, or display (write, refer to Col 4, Lines 55-67) data files (it is inherent that the 
database consists numerous data files, 1250, refer to Fig 12) 
Creemer does not expressly disclose the computer systems receive notification and 
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Wu indicates the handles (notification) is received to computer system when 1) data 
has been changed for since last synchronization (Examiner interprets the modification 
as read/write function within computer system, refer to abstract and Col 11, Lines 15- 
35). 2) if there is no current communication are established. 3) when synchronization 
has been completed (monitoring, and received data, refer to Col 10, Lines 8-21). 4) 
whenever the communication has been established between the computer systems 
(refer to Col 11, Lines 15-35 and Col 13, Lines 5-10). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Creemer and Wu's invention. The suggestion/motivation for doing so 
would have been that Creemer indicates the flow charts of how system determine the 
communication established between two computer systems, (refer to Fig 10). The flows 
charts demonstrate the system is monitoring when another system gain access (1030, 
read files, refer to Fig 10) across the communication link, and how the synchronization 
occurs by updating the records when discover the differences in the database (refer to 
1035, Fig 10). Since Creemer discloses the computer system is bi-directional (refer to 
Col 7, Lines 1-67 and Fig 8), it is obvious that the notification request can occur in the 
second computer as well. By providing the notification, it is to ensure the system has 
complete certain functionality. 

2. Referring to Claims 4 and 8, Creemer discloses: initializing (established 
communication - 1210, refer to Fig 12 and Col 3, Lines 1-20) the contents of the first 
computer application read (1225, refer to Fig 12) and send files prior to data exchange 
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(1230, 1235 and 1240, refer to Fig 12) to enable overwriting of any content therein 
(1250, refer to Fig 12). 

3. Referring to Claims 5 and 9, Creemer discloses wherein the computer system is a 
network computer system (Examiner interprets the network computer system as at least 
two computer connected together, refer to Fig 2 and Col 5, Lines 5-40). 

4. Referring to Claims 6 and 10, Creemer discloses wherein the computer system (100, 
handhold computer, refer to Fig 2) is a stand-alone computer system. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/01/05, have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

1 ) In the remark, the applicant argued (1 ) that Neither Creemer nor Wu teaches to teach 
or suggest application programs reading from or writing to at least a computer 
application data file, a computer application send file and a computer application read 
file. (2) No motivation or suggestion to combine. 

2) Examiner respectfully traverse the argument: (1 ) Creemer teaches teach or suggest 
application programs (calendar database, refer to Col 7, Lines 15-45) reading from or 
writing to at least a computer application data file (records, refer to Col 7, Lines 15-45), 
a computer application send file and a computer application read file (palm top protocol 
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computer 100, can receive and sent information, refer to Col 5, and another computer 
system, host computer system, 56, Col 6 and 7, which synchronization occurs in 
parallel, which indicate the host computer's application program has been updated as 
well.). (2) In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Examiner 
indicates that At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Creemer and Wu's invention. The 
suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that Creemer indicates the flow 
charts of how system determine the communication established between two computer 
systems, (refer to Fig 10). The flows charts demonstrate the system is monitoring when 
another system gain access (1030, read files, refer to Fig 10) across the communication 
link, and how the synchronization occurs by updating the records when discover the 
differences in the database (refer to 1035, Fig 10). Since Creemer discloses the 
computer system is bi-directional (refer to Col 7, Lines 1-67 and Fig 8), it is obvious that 
the notification request can occur in the second computer as well. By providing the 
notification, it is to ensure the system has complete certain functionality. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Karen C. Tang whose telephone number is (571)272- 
31 16. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7 - 3. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571 )272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



9/03/05 



Karen Tang 
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